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Frederick R. Dowsett, Ph.D., Unit Leader
Hazardous Materials and Waste
Management Division

Colorado Deparunent of Health

4210 East 11th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80220

ear Dr. Dowseti:

This letter provides additional information on the recharactenzaton of the laundry waste
water that originates in Building 778. This subject was discussed with your staff several
times in February and March 1992. This letter also provides an update on Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Contingency Implementaton Report No. 91-030.
The original hazardous waste determination of laundry waste water has been revised in
accordance with the Colorado Code of Regulatons (6 CCR 1007-3).

On November 28, 1986, the Rocky Flats Plant (RFP) applied for interim status for a
number of hazardous waste treatment and storage sites at the plant. At that ume Laundry
Waste Water was characterized as RCRA regulated hazardous waste. Analysis of this
waste stream has historically shown evidence of organic solvents (up to 700 ppb). It1s
believed that these traces of solvents appear as a result of incidental contact with clothing
during degreasing, machining, painting, and other routine operations taking place at the
plant. As pari of the current waste minimization program pracuced at RFP, the vast
majority of the regulated solvent use has been eliminated. However, recent analysis of the
waste stream (conducted during the shut-down period) has revealed the presence of
sclvents at approximately 40 ppb. Past inierpretations of the mixture rule have led plant
operators 10 mahage the waste stream as a hazardous wasle. Since there are no
concentraton-based siandards for this rule, this waste stream has been managed as FOO1
and FOO2 spent solvent waste.

We now believe those interpretations ¢ be overly conservative and therefore inappropriate.
Our curreni positon is that this waste stream does not meet the definiton of 2 RCRA
regulated hazardous waste for the following reasons:

» The soiled laundry (coveralls, undergarments, and towels) is put back into use after
laundering and therefore does not meet the definition of a solid waste. Thus, the
laundry is not a hazardous waste when it enters the Jaundry process. Since the soiled
laundry is not 2 hazardous waste, the mixture rule does not 2pply and the resulung
waste water would only be hazardous if it exhibited a charactenstc of 2 hazardous
waste. Based on a recent analysis, this waste sirzam does not exhibit any of the four
hazardous waste characiensucs.
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Recent guidance issued by the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency states that the
spent solvpm lisungs app]) only 10 wastes that are generated when the solvents are used
for their solvent properties and can no longer be used or reused without reclamation.
The spent soivent listing does not apply 10 wasle sireams that may become
contaminated with solvents during processing or manufactuning. The laundry water is 2
process waste stream that has been contaminated with 2 solvent constituent, not a listed
spent solvent Therefore the mixture rule does not apply.

Basad on this information and the subseguent hazardous waste determination, laundry

waste water produced in Building 778 and collected in Building 732 will no longer be

managed as 2a RCRA regulated hazardous waste, Action will be initiated to remove the
Building 778 and 732 facilides from the RCRA Part B applications. The lint and debris
generated during the laundry process also will not be managed as a hazardous waste.
Addidonally, similar waste streams expected to be generated in the new Jaundry (Building
566), when it 1s placed in service in the future, will be managed as non-RCRA regulated
hazardous waste.

On October 24, 1991, the RCRA Conungency Plan was implemented in Building 732

which contains the tank that receives and stores Jaundry water from Building 778. The

plan was implemented because inspection of the tank’s secondary containment found
cracks in the paint which serves as the impermeable barmier. As discussed above, at the
time the contingency plan was implemented, it was thought that the laundry waste water
was RCRA regulated. Contingency Implementaton chorl 91-030 was prepared and
compensatory actions were adopted to aliow continued use of the tank

Since the waste water has subsequently been determined to be non-hazardous (as discussed
above), and therefore it is not regulated, the comrective acuons discussed in the
implecmentauon report will no Jonger be carned out. Conseguently, no further reporuing on
the siztus of this contingency implementauon report will be submitied, unless CDH
requests additional informauon.

If vou have any quesuons, please contact Tom Lukow at 966-4561 or Fred Gerdeman at

966-6203.
Sincerely,
L\,.:;T::——
C?is X ’urtmm
istant Manager
IO;/C ivironmental Management
_E. Lukow, WMED, RFO
. J. Roy, OCC, RrO ‘
W Gvrcpr“an, WOB, RFO
. L. Maver, WOB, R¥FO
. Crzun, CED, RFO
.M. Lvmcl, EG&G
. L. Sch Loeu, EG&G
R Cabie, EG&G
F. Ross, EG&G



